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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-9, 1 1-20, 22 (dependent), 25, & 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Thorton (U.S. Patent No.; 6,363,065) 

Referring to claim 1, Thorton teaches: 200 or apparatus per Figs 1-2 receives the data from 273 
per Fig 2. The G.71 1 data is compressed in accordance with G.273 and converted into packets 
per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 225 & 240 per Fig 2 receive the data packets and add the 
appropriate IP address or network addressing information per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. The 
packets have an IP address and are directed to the network via 225 per Fig 2 or output. 

Thornton does not expressly call for: a DSP or packet engine 

Thornton teaches: data is compressed and converted into packets or the DSP function as well as 
packets are directed to the network based upon network addressing information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention the DSP 
function is performed because the reference teaches compressing and converting packets and that 
the packet engine function is performed because the reference teaches that packets are directed 
to the network based upon network addressing information. 

In Addition Thornton teaches: 

Regarding claim 2, 278 per Fig 2 or network interface regulates the flow. 

Regarding claim 3, data into 200 per Fig 1 is voice data which is being converted to VoIP data. 

col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 

Regarding claim 4, 200 per Fig 1 receives the telephone number and translated to the appropriate 
IP address. 200 per Fig 1 is the media gateway inherently opens a socket or channel using IP 
network addressing information col. 13 lines 48-67. 

Regarding claim 5, packet assigned an appropriate IP address per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 
Regarding claim 6, 30 per Fig 1 is a DATA (Packet) Network carry IP data per col. 13 line 35- 
col. 14 line 67 or Internet data 

Regarding claim 7, packet assigned an appropriate IP address which inherently directs the 
packets to the IP address on the Internet per col 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 . 
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Regarding claim 8, the architecture shown in Fig 2 is distributed architecture. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to implement the 
network processor in multiple packet engines which is a distributed architecture is order for the 
Gateway in Figure 1 to scale. 

Regarding claim 9, 268 receives Tl and 270 outputs El per Fig 2. 

Regarding claim 11, 200 per Figs 1-2 processes H.323 or video streaming data per col. 9 line8- 
col. 16 line 46. 

Referring to claim 12,Thorton teaches: 200 which performs the method per Figs 1-2. 200 per Fig 
2 receives the data from 273 per Fig 2. The G.71 1 data is compressed in accordance with G.273 
and converted into packets which correspond to the compressed data per col. 13 line 35-col 14 
line 67. 225 & 240 per Fig 2 receive the data packets and add the appropriate IP address or 
network addressing information per col 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. The packets have an IP 
address and are directed to the network via 225 per Fig 2. 

Thornton does not expressly call for: a DSP or packet engine 

Thornton teaches: data is compressed and converted into packets or the DSP function as well as 
packets are directed to the network based upon network addressing information. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention the DSP 
function is performed because the reference teaches compressing and converting packets and that 
the packet engine function is performed because the reference teaches that packets are directed 
to the network based upon network addressing information. 

In Addition Thornton teaches: 

Regarding claim 13, 278 per Fig 2 or network interface regulates the flow. 

Regarding claim 14, data into 200 per Fig 1 is voice data which is being converted to VoIP data. 

col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 

Regarding claim 15, 200 per Fig 1 receives the telephone number, translated to the appropriate 
IP address, and provides the IP address. 200 per Fig 1 is the media gateway inherently opens a 
socket or channel using IP network addressing information col. 13 lines 48-67. 
Regarding claim 16, packet assigned an appropriate IP address per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 
Regarding claim 17, 30 per Fig 1 is a DATA (Packet) Network carry IP data per col. 13 line 35- 
col. 14 line 67 or Internet data 

Regarding claim 18, packet assigned an appropriate IP address which inherently directs the 
packets to the IP address on the Internet per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 . 
Regarding claim 19, the architecture shown in Fig 2 is distributed architecture. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to implement the 
network processor in multiple packet engines which is a distributed architecture is order for the 
Gateway in Figure 1 to scale. 

Regarding claim 20, 268 receives Tl and 270 outputs El per Fig 2. 

Regarding claim 22, 200 per Figs 1-2 processes H.323 or video streaming data per col. 9 line8- 
col. 16 line 46. 
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Referring to claim 25,Thorton teaches: 200 or apparatus per Figs 1-2. 

225 & 240 per Fig 2 receives the IP address and opens an inherent IP socket or channel over the 
network using the IP address. 

240 & 225 per Fig 2 receives data which is H.323 which inherently has streaming video. 
Compresses the data and generates data packets 

225 & 240 per Fig 2 receives the appropriate IP address and adds the address to the data packets 
and then directs the packets over the network per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 

Thornton does not expressly call for: interface device, digital signal processor, or network 
processor 

Thornton teaches: Receiving the telephone number and translates the telephone number into an 
appropriate IP address as well as an inherent IP socket is opened or channel and the packet is 
sent to the network or function of the interface device. Receiving G.71 1 data which is voice and 
then generates packets which corresponds to the data packets or the function of the digital signal 
processor. Receiving the appropriate IP address and adding the address to the data packets and 
then directs the packets over the network per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 or the function of the 
network processor. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention the 
interface device function is performed because the reference teaches receiving the telephone 
number and translates the telephone number into an appropriate IP address as well as an inherent 
IP socket is opened or channel and the packet is sent to the network or function of the interface 
device. The DSP function is performed because the reference teaches compressing and 
converting packets and that the network processor function is performed because the reference 
teaches that packets are directed to the network based upon network addressing information. 

In Addition Thornton teaches: 

Regarding claim 27, 278 per Fig 2 or network interface regulates the flow. 
Referring to claim 28,Thorton teaches: 200 or article per Figs 1-2. 
240 & 225 per Fig 2 receives data and compresses the data 

240 & 225 per Fig 2 generates data packets that correspond to G.273 compressed data 

225 & 240 per Fig 2 send the data packets back to themselves in order to add the address to the 
data packets and then directs the packets over the network per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 

Thornton does not expressly call for: network processor or packet engine. 

Thornton teaches: that network processor and packet engine functions are performed in 225 & 
240 per Fig 2. 
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It is within the level of one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to adjust parameters or to 
name the functions performed by the 240 & 225 to as the network processor and packet engine.lt 
is within the level of one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to implement the 
limitations above computer instructions. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to implement the instructions on a computer readable medium 
so that they are executable on a processor. 

In Addition Thornton teaches: 

Regarding claim 29, data into 200 per Fig 1 is voice data which is being converted to VoIP data, 
col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 

Regarding claim 30, 268 receives Tl and 270 outputs El per Fig 2. 

3. Claims 22 (Independent), 24 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Thorton (U.S. Patent No.: 6,363,065) further in view of Irie et. al. (U.S. Patent No.: 
4,574,383) 

Referring to claim 22,Thorton teaches: 200 or apparatus per Figs 1-2. 225 & 240 per Fig 2 
receives the telephone number and translates the telephone number into an appropriate IP 
address. An inherent IP socket is opened or channel and the packet is sent to the network. 

240 & 225 per Fig 2 receives G.71 1 data or voice and then generates packets which corresponds 
to the data packets. 

225 & 240 per Fig 2 receives the appropriate IP address and adds the address to the data packets 
and then directs the packets over the network per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67. 
Thornton does not expressly call for: a DSP or packet engine 

Thornton does not expressly call for: interface device, digital signal processor, or network 
processor or receiving pulse code modulated voice data 

Thornton teaches: Receiving the telephone number and translates the telephone number into an 
appropriate IP address as well as an inherent IP socket is opened or channel and the packet is 
sent to the network or function of the interface device. Receiving G.71 1 data which is voice and 
then generates packets which corresponds to the data packets or the function of the digital signal 
processor. Receiving the appropriate IP address and adding the address to the data packets and 
then directs the packets over the network per col. 13 line 35-col. 14 line 67 or the function of the 
network processor. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention the 
interface device function is performed because the reference teaches receiving the telephone 
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number and translates the telephone number into an appropriate IP address as well as an inherent 
IP socket is opened or channel and the packet is sent to the network or function of the interface 
device 

DSP function is performed because the reference teaches compressing and converting packets 
and that the network processor function is performed because the reference teaches that packets 
are directed to the network based upon network addressing information. 

Thornton does not expressly call for: receiving pulse code modulated voice data but teaches 
receiving G.711 data. 

Irie teaches: G.71 1 data is Pulse Code Modulated per col. 6 lines 64-67 

It would have been obvious to add the pulse code modulated signal to the method of Thornton 
because in order to be standards compliant with G.71 1 the voice is pulse code modulated. 

In Addition Thornton teaches: 

Regarding claim 24, 278 per Fig 2 or network interface regulates the flow. 

4. Claims 10, 21, 23, & 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over ' 

Thorton (U.S. Patent No.: 6,363,065) in view of Beser (U.S. Patent No.: 6,523,068) 

Referring to claim 10,Thorton teaches: the apparatus of claim 1 and the digital signal processor 
Thorton does not expressly call for: encryption 

Beser teaches: encryption per col. 1 line 57-col. 2 line 4. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add 
encrypt the packets of Beser to the apparatus of Thornton in order to improve the security. 

Referring to claim 2 1 ,Thorton teaches: the method of claim 12 and the digital signal processor 
Thorton does not expressly call for: encryption 

Beser teaches: encryption per col. 1 line 57-col. 2 line 4. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add 
encrypt the packets of Beser to the method of Thornton in order to improve the security. 

Referring to claim 23, Thorton teaches: the apparatus of claim 22 (Independent) and the digital 
signal processor 

Thorton does not expressly call for: encryption 
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Beser teaches: encryption per col. 1 line 57-col. 2 line 4. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add 
encrypt the packets of Beser to the apparatus of Thornton in order to improve the security. 

Referring to claim 26,Thorton teaches: the apparatus of claim 25 and the digital signal processor 

Thorton does not expressly call for: encryption 

Beser teaches: encryption per col 1 line 57-col. 2 line 4. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add 
encrypt the packets of Beser to the apparatus of Thornton in order to improve the security. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 22-24 are objected to because of the following informalities: There are two claim 
22s. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. Referring to claims 28-30, an article has been claimed. It is not clear 
whether an article is embodied in a computer. The examiner suggests changing article to 
processor. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert W. Wilson whose telephone number is 571/272-3075. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00-4:30). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau T. Nguyen can be reached on 571/272-3 126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Robert W Wilson 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2661 
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